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Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Hosam Mohamed Zakaria, Appellant Pro Se. St even John Ml roy,
OFFICE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Alexandria, Virginia, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Hosam M Zakari a appeal s the district court’s order denying as
successive his notion to vacate sentence under 28 U . S.C. § 2255
(2000), and his Fed. R Civ. P. 59(e) notion for reconsi deration of
the denial of his § 2255 notion. This court may grant a certificate
of appealability only if the appell ant makes a substantial show ng
of the denial of a constitutional right. 28 U S.C. 8 2253(c)(2)
(2000). When, as here, a district court dismsses a 8§ 2255 notion
on procedural grounds, a certificate of appealability wll not
i ssue unl ess the petitioner can denonstrate both “(1) ‘that jurists
of reason would find it debatable whether the petition states a
valid claimof the denial of a constitutional right’ and (2) ‘that
jurists of reason would find it debatable whether the district

court was correct in its procedural ruling. Rose v. lLee, 252

F.3d 676, 684 (4th Cr. 2001) (quoting Slack v. MDaniel, 529 U S.

473, 484 (2000)). We have independently reviewed the record and
conclude that Zakaria has not made the requisite show ng. See

MIller-El v. Cockrell, 537 U S. 322 (2003).

We deny a certificate of appealability and dism ss t he appeal .
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and |egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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